I concur in this finding and in the Secretary's further
finding that:

The ultimate illustration of the destructive reinforce-
ment of related violations occurred in the explosion
area of 2 Southeast Main.  To begin with, Scotia failed
to comply with its approved Ventilation Plan when
starting the 2 Left Section off 2 Southeast Main.
Ventilation in the area was questionable, at best, and
had not received MESA approval, although Scotia knew
that such approval was required.  (The proposal, had it
been submitted, would not have been approved.)  Produc-
tion in 2 Left Section should have proceeded only after
positive, permanent ventilation controls had been
installed.  By using a makeshift temporary curtain
before it completed construction of overcasts, Scotia
ignored prudent ventilation methods, as well as federal
standards, for the sake of a short-term production
gain -- a gain as it turned out, achieved at a terrible
price.

Even assuming (as Scotia claims) a check curtain was
hung at the intersection of 2 Left Section with 2
Southeast Main, the lack of permanent ventilation
controls at that point created the potential for a
dangerous short-circuit of intake air and a ventilation
'dead end' at the inby end of 2 Southeast Main.  If the
check curtain was installed, it was reportedly main-
tained in such a haphazard manner as to provide little ,
if any, ventilation control, thus enhancing the potential
for a short-circuit of air.  Then, the night before the
explosion occurred, plastic curtains were hung in the
Nos. 4 and 5 entries (the intake aircourses) of 2
Southeast Main inby the 2 Left Section, thus aggra-
vating the risk of methane accumulation in the area.

Another violation of Scotia's Ventilation Plan, together'
with another ventilation dead end was found at the inby end
of Northeast Main.  The Secretary assessed maximum penalties
for these violations as well as for a violation which charged
that on March 1, 1976, Scotia knowingly submitted to MESA a  -eding vindicate  the Commission's
